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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The arguments received 12/7/2009 have been considered. Claims 23-52 are 
pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 23, 37, and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

4. The terms "first device" and "second device" indicate that these devices are 
distinct, however claims 24, 38, and 46 indicate that Applicant does not intend these 
devices to be distinct. These terms are made indefinite by the contradicting claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 23, 24, 26, 28, 29, 32, 33, 35-38, 40, 42, 43, 45, 46, 48, 50, and 51 are 

rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Huckle et al (WIPO 
Publication No. 02/063243) in view of O'Carroll (US Patent No. 6,714,794). 
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Huckle et al teaches: 

Re claim 23. A method for providing navigational instructions, said method comprising: 
a service centre (the base unit of page 6, lines 1-5) receiving a signal from a first 
device (user device of page 2, lines 17-22), said signal specifying a destination location 
(location of page 5, line 10), a second device (user device of page 2, lines 17-22; The 
signal specifies that the requested information is to be returned to the user device. If 
this system is run over the internet, as in the drawings and page 2, lines 20-22, the 
packets will contain a source IP address indicating where the response packets are to 
be sent.), and a request for at least one route leading to the destination location such 
that the at least one route is to be sent to the second device (page 5, lines 9-13); 

said service centre sending at least one set of images to the second device 
(page 5, lines 1 5-1 7), wherein each set of images of the at least one set of images 
defines a unique route leading to the destination location (page 5, lines 9-13; Each 
unique starting location has a unique route to the destination location). 

Huckle et al fails to specifically teach: (re claim 23) said service centre 
determining a device type of the second device during or after said receiving the signal 
from the first device; wherein a total number of the at least one set of images and a 
content of each set of the at least one set of images are a function of the determined 
device type. 

O'Carroll teaches, at column 8, lines 32-37, determining a functionality level of a 
communication device, and at column 9, lines 26-32, reducing the number of image 
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packets that are sent to a communication device whose functionality cannot handle 
more images. O'Carroll also teaches at column 3, lines 30-35 that the content format is 
varied based on the communication device's requirements. 

In view of O'Carroll's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include, with the method for providing 
navigational instructions as taught by Huckle et al, (re claim 23) determining a device 
type of the second device during or after said receiving the signal from the first device; 
wherein a total number of the at least one set of images and a content of each set of the 
at least one set of images are a function of the determined device type; since O'Carroll 
teaches modifying the content format and limiting the number of pictures which are sent 
to communication devices which cannot handle the excess pictures so that air time of 
signal transmission is not wasted, while still providing the best user experience 
(abstract). Huckle et al also teaches a need for modifying content displayed on 
telephones at page 4, lines 9-14. 

Re claim 24. Wherein the first and second devices are a same device (user device of 
page 2, lines 17-22; the user device requests and receives the route). 

Re claim 26. Wherein the at least one set of images comprises a plurality of sets of 
images (page 5, lines 9-13; each starting location has an associated set of images). 

Re claim 28. Wherein the signal does not comprise a starting location from which each 
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route to the destination location is to originate from (page 5, lines 9-13; and Figure 4a; 
The user brought up the landmark he or she wishes to get directions to (Clarks), but did 
not supply a starting location. After selecting the destination location the program 
provided the possible starting locations via the drop down menu shown in Figure 4a, 
these locations were not specified in the initial transaction between the user and the 
program). 

Re claim 29. Wherein the at least one set of images comprises a plurality of sets of 
images (page 5, lines 9-13; each starting location has an associated set of images). 

Re claim 32. Wherein said sending comprises sending the at least one set of images 
to the second device as a time-ordered sequence of subsets of the images in the at 
least one set of images (page 5 lines 15-17), and wherein each subset is sent to the 
second device in response to a prompt from the first device (abstract, lines 3-4). 

Re claim 33. Wherein said sending comprises sending the at least one set of images 
to the second device as a time-ordered sequence of subsets of the images of the at 
least one set of images (page 5, lines 15-17), and wherein each subset is automatically 
sent to the second device (abstract, lines 3-4). 

Re claim 35. Wherein the service centre comprises a database, wherein the database 
comprises the at least one set of images, and wherein the method further comprises: 
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recording in the database that each set of images of the at least one set of 
images defines a unique route leading to the destination location, wherein said 
recording in the database is performed prior to said receiving the signal from the first 
device (page 6, lines 27-29; each unique starting location makes each route unique). 

Re claim 36. Wherein the service centre comprises a database, wherein the database 
comprises the at least one set of images, and wherein the method further comprises: 
providing relative indicators showing a positional relationship of each image in 
the at least one set of images relative to another image in the at least one set of 
images, wherein said providing relative indicators is performed prior to said receiving 
the signal from the first device (page 6 line 26, page 7 lines 22-25 and Figure 1). 

Re claim 37. A computer program product stored on a computer readable storage 
medium, comprising computer readable program code (programming code; page 6, 
lines 9-1 1) for performing a method for providing navigational instructions (discussed 
above in re claim 23). 

Re claims 38 and 40. These limitations are discussed in re claims 24, 26. 
Re claims 42 and 43. These limitations are discussed in re claims 28 and 29. 
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Re claim 45. A system comprising a service centre (base unit; page 6, linel), said 
service centre comprising a database for storing images of locations (database; page 6, 
line 2) and a computer program product (programming code; page 6, lines 9-1 1) for 
performing a method for providing navigational instructions using images in the 
database (discussed above in re claim 23) 

Re claims 46 and 48. These limitations are discussed above in re claims 24 and 26. 
Re claims 50 and 51. These limitations are discussed above in re claims 28 and 29. 

7. Claims 23, 25, 39, and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Huckle et al (WIPO Publication No. 02/063243) as modified by 
O'Carroll (US Patent No. 6,714,794) as applied to claim 23 above, and further in view of 
Bruce et al (US Patent No. 6,539,080). 

The teachings of Huckle et al as modified by O'Carroll have been discussed 
above. Huckle et al as modified by O'Carroll fails to specifically teach: (re claims 23, 
25, 39, and 47) the first and second devices are different devices. 

Bruce et al teaches, at the abstract and Figure 3, an operator console (first 
device) which sends a signal to a system (service centre) requesting a route to a 
destination be sent to an audio box (second device) so that users may receive 
navigation assistance without an internet connection (column 1, lines 28-30). 
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In view of Bruce et al's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include, with the method for providing 
navigational instructions as taught by Huckle et al as modified by O'Carroll, (re claims 
23, 25, 39, and 47) the first and second devices are different devices; since Bruce et al 
teaches that such a system may provide access to navigation instructions with limited 
connectivity and minimal phone functionality. 

8. Claim 30, 31, 44, and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Huckle et al (WIPO Publication No. 02/063243) as modified by 
O'Carroll (US Patent No. 6,714,794) as applied to claim 23 above, and further in view of 
Jones (US Patent No. 6,904,359). 

The teachings of Huckle et al as modified by O'Carroll have been discussed 
above. Huckle et al additionally teaches: 

Re claims 30, 44, and 52. Wherein each set of images comprises a furthest image that 
is furthest from the destination location (page 5, lines 9-13). 

Huckle et al as modified by O'Carroll fails to specifically teach: (re claims 30, 44 
and 52) wherein the furthest images of the plurality of sets of images collectively form 
on a ring of images surrounding the destination location; (re claim 31) wherein the ring 
of images is shaped as a circle whose center is at the destination location. 
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Jones teaches, at Figure 28, illustrating locations surrounding a destination on a 
circle to indicate that these locations are all the same distance or time away from the 
destination. 

In view of Jones' teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to include, with the method for providing navigational 
instructions as taught by Huckle et al as modified by O'Carroll, (re claims 30, 44, and 
52) wherein the furthest images of the plurality of sets of images collectively form on a 
ring of images surrounding the destination location; (re claim 31) wherein the ring of 
images is shaped as a circle whose center is at the destination location; since Jones 
teaches illustrating locations surrounding a destination on a circle to indicate to a user 
that the locations are all the same time or distance from a destination, thus giving the 
user a better sense of where the destination and the surrounding locations are in 
relation to each other. 

9. Claim 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Huckle 
et al (WIPO Publication No. 02/063243) as modified by O'Carroll (US Patent No. 
6,714,794) as applied to claim 23 above, and further in view of Kamikawa et al (JP 
9218047). 

The teachings of Huckle et al as modified by O'Carroll have been discussed 
above. Huckle et al additionally teaches: 
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Re claim 34. Wherein the service centre comprises a database, wherein the database 
comprises the at least one set of images (page 6, lines 1-3). 

Huckle et al as modified by O'Carroll fails to specifically teach, (re claim 34) 
wherein each image in the at least one set of images is keyed in the database by the 
destination location for each route of the routes defined by the at least one set of 
images. 

Kamikawa et al teaches, at the abstract, previously calculating routes from a 
starting location to multiple destinations and storing these routes in memory for later 
use. This enables fast calculation of routes when the system is used. Figure 23 
teaches doing this in the opposite direction in which routes from multiple starting points 
to a single destination are pre-calculated and stored to save processing time. 

In view of Kamikawa et al's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include, with the method for 
providing navigational instructions as taught by Huckle et al as modified by O'Carroll, 
(re claim 34) wherein each image in the at least one set of images is keyed in the 
database by the destination location for each route of the routes defined by the at least 
one set of images; since Kamikawa et al teaches storing routes based on their 
destination to save processing time. 
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1 0. Claims 27, 41 , and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Huckle et al as modified by O'Carroll as applied to claims 23, 37, and 
45 above, and further in view of Ohler et al (US Patent No. 6,314,367) and LeFebvre et 
al (US Patent No. 5,612,882). 

The teachings of Huckle et al as modified by O'Carroll have been discussed 
above. Huckle et al further teaches: 

Re claims 27, 41, and 49. Wherein the service centre comprises a database, wherein 
the database comprises the at least one set of images (page 6, lines 1-3). 

Huckle et al as modified by O'Carroll fails to specifically teach: (re claims 27, 41, 
and 49) said service centre receiving a vote on a usefulness of received images in the 
at least one set of images; and said service centre modifying the database in 
dependence upon said received votes, wherein said modifying comprises at least one of 
replacing, deleting, and amending at least one image in the at least one set of images in 
the database. 

Ohler et al teaches an error reporting process for a navigation device (column 1 1 , 
lines 16-21; and column 12, lines 46-49) in which the reported errors are counted as if 
they were votes (column 12, line 66 through column 13, line 9), and the database is 
corrected when there are many errors reports in an area (column 13, lines 12-15). 

In view of Ohler et al's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include, with the method for providing 
navigational instructions as taught by Huckle et al as modified by O'Carroll, (re claims 
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27, 41, and 49) said service centre receiving a vote on a usefulness of received images 
in the at least one set of images; and said service centre modifying the database in 
dependence upon said received votes, wherein said modifying comprises at least one of 
replacing, deleting, and amending at least one image in the at least one set of images in 
the database; since Ohler et al teaches user feedback as a way to improve the 
geographic database of a navigation system. 

Huckle et al as modified by O'Carroll and Ohler et al fails to specifically teach: (re 
claims 27, 41, and 49) said service centre receiving a vote on a usefulness of each 
received image in the at least one set of images. 

LeFebvre et al teaches, at column 5, lines 13-29, obtaining user feedback on 
each direction the user receives in order to improve the navigation system. 

In view of LeFebvre et al's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include, with the method for 
providing navigational instructions as taught by Huckle et al as modified by O'Carroll 
and Ohler et al, (re claims 27, 41, and 49) said service centre receiving a vote on a 
usefulness of each received image in the at least one set of images; since LeFebvre et 
al teaches using user feedback of every direction received in order to improve the 
navigation system. 
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Response to Arguments 

1 1 . Applicant's arguments filed 12/7/2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

12. Applicant argues on page 12 in response to the 35 U.S.C. §112 rejection of 
claims 23, 37 and 45, "that the language in claims 23, 37 and 45 is consistent with the 
"first device" and "second device" being a same device or different devices. There is no 
language in claims 23, 37 and 45 that requires the 'first device' and 'second device' to 
be different devices." However the terms "first device" and "second device" indicate that 
these two devices are different devices. The devices have different names from each 
other, and additionally these names are a numerical identifier of the device. If there is a 
first device and a second device, it is commonly recognized that there are two devices. 

13. Applicant argues on page 14 in response to the 35 U.S.C. §103 rejection of 
claims 23, 37 and 45, "Huckle does not disclose 'said signal specifying ... a second 
device ... such that the at least one route is to be sent to the second device'." However 
Huckle specifies that the requested information is to be returned to the user device and 
that the system may be run over the internet. It is well known that packets sent over the 
internet contain an IP address of the sender and of the intended recipient. When the 
recipient receives a packet indicating a response is desired at the original sender, it 
knows to send the response back to the IP address of the original sender. 

14. Applicant argues on page 15, that Huckle as modified by O'Carroll does not 
teach "a content of each set of the at least one set of images are a function of the 
determined device type." However O'Carroll teaches at column 9, lines 26-32, reducing 
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the number of communicated image packets to accommodate the device functionality. 
Changing the number of communicated image packets is changing the content that is 
delivered to the user. 

1 5. Applicant argues on page 16, that the "Examiner has not provided a reason as to 
why it is allegedly obvious to modify Huckle to incorporate 'wherein a total number of 
the at least one set of images and a content of each set of the at least one set of 
images are a function of the determined device type'." However, as discussed above, 
O'Carroll teaches reducing the number of communicated image packets to 
accommodate the device functionality and so that air time of signal transmission is not 
wasted, while still providing the best user experience. Huckle et al also teaches a need 
for modifying the system to work with the display sizes, quality and transmission rates of 
telephones at page 4, lines 9-14. 

16. Applicant argues on page 17 in response to the 35 U.S.C. §103 rejection of claim 
36 that "Huckle in view of O'Carroll does not disclose the feature: 'providing relative 
indicators showing a positional relationship of each image in the at least one set of 
images relative to another image in the at least one set of images'." However Huckle 
teaches at page 6 line 26, page 7 lines 22-25 and Figure 1 , that table 2 of the database 
contains directional fields which act as relative indicators to indicate the positional 
relationship of the images in the database. 

17. Applicant argues on pages 18-19 in response to the 35 U.S.C. §103 rejection of 
claims 23, 25, 39 and 47 that the cited prior art does not teach the first device and the 
second device are different devices. "First, the navigation instructions provided to the 
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existing device in Huckle are already provided with limited connectivity and minimal 
phone functionality. The Examiner has not demonstrated how implementing the first and 
second devices being different devices would further reduce connectivity and phone 
functionality in Huckle. Second, implementing the first and second devices being 
different devices is contrary to the preferred embodiment in Huckle. In particular, 
Huckle, page 3, lines 1-5 recites: 'In the preferred embodiment, the user is provided with 
the ability to travel 'virtually' to a location by navigating through a series of digital 
photographs taken at street-level from the first-person perspective. The information 
presented in this way directly represents the 'user experience' and, unlike reading a 
street-map, requires no further translation.'" However, in response to applicant's first 
argument, implementing a second device for communicating the routing information to 
the user as suggested by Bruce allows the system to work with phones which are more 
limited in terms of connectivity and functionality than those used by Huckle since the 
phones would not be required to receive and display any routing information. This 
would allow phones such as pay phones and landlines (Bruce column 4, lines 25-26) as 
well as non-sms enabled cell phones to access and use the system. In response to 
applicant's second argument, this quote from Huckle does not teach away from the first 
and second devices being different devices. The information transmitted back to the 
user's phone in Huckle may instead be transmitted to a second device as taught by 
Bruce, this device would then provide the user experience described by Huckle. Bruce 
teaches the benefits of a navigation system utilizing "different devices" while Huckle and 
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O'Carroll teach the specifics of how the information of the navigation system may be 
presented and displayed. Combining these teachings produces an expected result. 

18. Applicant requests on page 21 in response to the 35 U.S.C. §103 rejection of 
claims 30, 31 , 44 and 52, that the Examiner explain the alleged relevance of Jones 
Figure 28 to the "furthest images of the plurality of sets of images collectively form on a 
ring of images surrounding the destination location." Jones teaches, at Figure 28, 
illustrating locations surrounding a destination on a circle. The starting points of Huckle 
are all locations surrounding a destination and may be displayed the same way as in 
Jones to give the user a better sense of where the destination and the surrounding 
locations are in relation to each other. 

1 9. Applicant argues on pages 24-25 in response to the 35 U.S.C. §1 03 rejection of 
claims 27, 41 and 49 that the claims "requires voting on a usefulness of each received 
image, and LeFebvre, col. 5, lines 13-29 does not disclose anything related to images 
and their usefulness. The disclosure of a vote on the adequacy of the timing of an 
instruction to turn a moving vehicle by a specified angle is unrelated to a vote on the 
usefulness of a received image." However voting on a usefulness of received images is 
taught by Huckle as modified by O'Carroll and Ohler as discussed above. These 
received images are the navigation instructions. LeFebvre is used to teach that a vote 
is received for each direction received from the system in order to improve the 
navigation system. Thus the combination of Huckle, O'Carroll, Ohler and LeFebvre 
teaches the limitations of claims 27, 41 and 49. 
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20. Applicant additionally argues that the dependent claims are patentable for the 
reasons argued above; however these arguments have been addressed. 

Conclusion 

21 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SPENCER PATTON whose telephone number is 
(571)270-5771 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 7:30- 
5:00; Alternating Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Khoi Tran can be reached on (571 )272-691 9. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/SPENCER PATTON/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3664 
/KHOI TRAN/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3664 



